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The independent claims include two general categories of steps. One category is 
the creation of a reference designator based on the association of two separate sender 
identifications. For example, if a first sender of a first money transfer request is highly related to 
a second sender of a second money transfer request, then the two senders are assigned a common 
reference designator. The second category of steps searches only money transfer requests with 
the same reference designators for suspicious activity. Accordingly, the test identifying 
suspicious money transfer requests is run on only a portion of all money transfer requests, thus, 
greatly reducing processing time. 

Stewart, on the other hand, describes a wide variety of fraud tests. These tests, 
however, are performed on each and every transaction. Nowhere in Stewart is there a teaching 
or a suggestion of first creating reference designators for related identification and then running 
suspicious activity tests on those transactions. Indeed, in Stewart, a fi-aud check must be done on 
every transaction because the customer is creating a financial account electronically and a check 
needs to be performed to see if the funds to be loaded into the account are good funds. See 
paragraphs 0006-0007. Simply put, Stewart does not include the general two category 
suspicious activity test taught in the claims. 

Moreover, the Examiner has maintained that the suspicious money transfers in the 
independent claims are the same as the fi'aud identification in Stewart. The independent claims 
include a description of seven types of suspicious activities (labeled "a" - "g" in the claims) that 
are not taught or suggested by Stewart. Each of these seven types of suspicious activity include 
at least two parties: at least one sender and at least one receiver. Stewart only looks at the fraud 
attributes of a single potential consumer. Because Stewart identifies fraud risk levels of a 
potential customer only, the fraud identification does not and cannot take into account activity 
between two parties. The suspicious money transfer request required by the independent claims 
is different from the fraud identification discussed in Stewart. Moreover, Stewart does not 
qualify what is considered fraudulent and what is not. Instead, Stewart identifies unnamed fraud 
risks that may be performed by a third-party authorization system. Thus, Stewart does not teach 
or suggest the type of suspicious money transfer requests required by the claims. 
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Finally, the Examiner points to a description of using lists maintained by the 
United States Office of Foreign Assets Control (OF AC) to identify restricted potential customers 
as identifying suspicious money transfer requests. However, lists maintained by OF AC do not 
identify individuals based on suspicious money transfer requests. Instead, these OFAC lists 
identify "targeted foreign countries, terrorists, intemational narcotics traffickers, and those 
engaged in activities related to the proliferation of weapons of mass destruction" to whom trade 
sanctions are enforced. See the official OFAC webpage at the U.S. Department of Treasury: 
http://www.treasury.gov/offices/enforcement/ofac/mission.shtml. These lists identify individuals 
or entities and not money transfer requests. The lists have nothing to do with a money transfer 
request between at least a sender and at least a receiver. There is no correlation between the 
suspicious money transfer requests identified in the claims and the entities listed by OFAC. 

Accordingly, Stewart does not teach or suggest each and every element of the 
independent claims. As such, the dependent claims are likewise distinguishable from the 
independent claims. 

Respectfully submitted. 
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